Case 1 :06-cv-00274-HHK. Document 1 -46 Filed 02/1 4/2006 Page 1 of 1 7 



EXHIBIT 45 




-ase 1 :06-cv-00274-HHK Document 1 -46 Filed 02/1 4/2006 Page 2 of 1 7 

District c. Columbia Public Schools 

OFFICE OF GENERAL COONSn. 

^ S25NbrtliCipitol Street NE, 9^ Floor 
WtshtngtoaDC 20002-1994 
Phone - 202-442-5000. Fax > 202-442-5098 

APPUCAT IOPf F OR PAYMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS 
PDRSUANt TO' THE INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABlLinES EDUCATION ACT 



1. Attoniey Enronnadoa 

Law Finn: 
Attorney: 

Federal Tax ID No.: 
DC Bar No.: 

2. StndeaC InfoniutioB 

Name: 

DOB: 

Date of Detennination (HOD/SA): 

PvenC^Guanfiaa Name: 

Parent/Guardiaa Address: 

Otfreot School: 

Ilbme School: 

I. Invoke bforaetio* 
liovoice Number 
Date Request SiriKiiicted: 
Datie(s) Services Rendered 
AmountofPqnnent Request 



JAMES E. BROWH & ASSOCIATES. 
JAMES E. BMWiT 



PLLC 



57-|^flfl7fin 



M621. 



Jerry Thomas 



7/25/05 
Jasmine Thomas 



1709 Bennlng Rd.. NE, //E2 3. 20002 



GibbsES 



Gibbs ES 



05-394 



8/26/05 



5/20/05 to 8/4/ns 
S.6.461.34 



I certify that ifl of the fijllowiqg 



hr< 



m 
• the 



I Cjtttd 00 the codoiod iocvoicct wtre>ciuiByp<ribniifl<t 
I ainoum requeited oo the codoied iovoioe te pqmflol of COM 
noaot of ooiU ind expcDtes fansredl; 
• the Distrkt of Cokbbia FUbie Schoob b the sole co^ 

costs end eKpeoeee iteoaaed oo the coctoeed tovoioe if 
e no ittofliey orluvflnu "who edhef (1) provided 
wiO beaeft flsQi. vgr nfioiee peid es e f«^ 
pecuiMty MtepBei^ cnherlhrom^i 
fdiireiiott disgwwtic sefvioee^ schools, or 
rSy e I wM^* r<>*"4 tfast the ■■ ** ! ' ■-a of s ftbo fl u tt i mi t to sa 
\ \)uittshsbleby crimtnsl pcnelties pursuett to D.C Code §22*2405. 






or (2) 
hese 




August 26, 2005 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
STATE ENFORCEMENT & INVESTIGATONS DIVISION 



David R. Smith, Due Vrocess Hearing Officer 

825 Noftfa CafHd Street, 8°* Floor, N.£. 

Wadringtott, DC 20002 

(202) 442-5432 (phone); (202) 442-SS56(fax) 



bi the Matter of 



Jeny Thomas ("Student^ 
Date of Birth: Match 7, 1993 
Petitioner^ 

V, 



District o(Cotu^3btaI^llblic Schools 
825 North C^itgl Street, NW 
Washtngton, DC 20002 
CT>CPS*" or *THs4rict") 



Rcgpondeiit. 



IMPARTIAL DDE PROCESS 

HEARING ORFICER'S DECISION^ 

Hearing Dates: July 15,2005 
Held at: S25 North Capitol Street, NW 
8* Floor 
Washington, DC 20002 

AtteiulJDg School: 
Gibbs Elementaiy School 

Hearing Request: 
June 4, 2005 



Counsel lor ParcDt 



Counsel for DCPS: 




-'- 






C V 









Dekm:9 Scott McKnight, Esq. 

1220LStjeet.NW 

Suite 700 

Washington, D.C. 20005 

Tiffany Puckett, Esq. 

District of Cohimbia Public Schools, 

9* Floor 

825 North Capitol Street, NW 

Washuigton, DC 20002 



An tnaexcfnaoicsJB attached iKfttofin- the bcDcfil of tte Tlie index will pcnnit 

die pattksiQideoixj^ specific nitoesses and othai^^ Iheindex^ 

designnl to be ddaclied Iwforc release of dus Hearh^ Officer'^ 
pablk record. 
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INDEX OF NAMES 

Jeny Thomas v. DCPS 











Special Bducation CoordiDator 


Aaron Terry 






















Parent's Education Advocate 


Ms. Michelle Moody 


CH0J) AND CHILD^S DCPS ID # or 
SSN (insert ID # or Case Number on each 
past of the BOD vice chHd's name) 




CbiM'5 ParemCs) (specific relationshv) 


Ms. Jasmine Thomas 


Child/Pacetit's Representative 


Delores Scott McKiught, Esq. 


Sdiool System's JRepresemative 


TtfTany Puckett, Esq. 
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INDIVIDVALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT (ID£A) 20 USC § 1400 
DISTRICT OF COLUMSIA VVBUC SCHOOLS 
IMPARTIAL DUE PROCESS HEARING 

INTRODUCnON: 

A Due Process Hearing was convened on Jufy 15^2005. The Hearing was held at the District of 
Cohnhbia Public Schools CT)CPS"), 825 North Capitol Street, N.E. Washington, D.C. 20002. The 
Hcarii^ was held pursuant to a hearing request submitted by counsel for the parent dated June 4, 2005. 

ISSUE: 

1 . Whether DCPS failed to |m>vide the student with an a]>pn>priat€ lEP? 

2. Whether DCPS failed to provide the student with a Vineland Adaptive Behavior Scale 
assessment? 

3 . Whether the student is entitled to compensatoty educaticm? 

JURISDICTION: 

The Hearing was held and this decision was written pursuant to the IntHvUbtab with Disabilities 
EduaxtionAct{lJ)£,AXVJ., 101-476, as amended by PX, l05A7^ib%Jfbilescf the Board of 
Edbcookm pfAe Dlstrid ofColumbiQ andihe DC Af^^^mion^ Act, Section 145, effective October 
21, 1998. 

DUE PROCESS RIGHTS: 

Counsel for the parent waived a fomial reading of the due process rights. 
FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The studem attended the GibbsJHSbegimung in September 2004. Prior to Gibbs, the 
student attended J.O. Wilson where an lEP was developed.^ He stinted at Gibbs at the beginning of the 
2004-2005 schotJ year. 

2. An EEP was developed for the student on May 6^ 2005 reflecting his disability as 'XHher 
Heahh Impaiied C'OHT') and that he was to receive 26. 5 hours a wedk of specialized instniction and 1 
hour a wedc of psychological counsding .^ The prior lEP developed for him at J.O. Wilson on May 7^ 
2004 also reflected his disability classtficatton as OHI and that he was to receive 26, 5 hours a week of 
specialized instniction and 1 hour a wedt of psychological counsding.^ 



JT-I6 dim 71-18 

DCPS-OI 

jr-16 
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3. The parent alleges that the student has made no pfx>gress and has an inappropriate lEP 
because there are no *Trcsent Levels of Perfonnance (*PJLOP^ in Ihc student's lEP developed on Miy 

6, 2005.* 

4. DCPS contends that the smdcnt has made progress dining the 2004-2005 school year^ i.e 
he has received educational benefit. DCPS also assert that any thing misMig from the lEP is a 
procedmal/itechnfcal matter that docs not fise to the level of a denial of FAPB. 

5. DCPS ccnmends that the hearing request allege 2 issues: faihire to complete a Vineland 
and faihire to develop an appropriate lEP.^ DCPS also asserts that the hearing request does not assert 
that the student is not receiving educational benefit. 

6. Mr. Aaron Terry testified for DCPS. Mr. Terry is the special education coonfinator ^ 
Gibbs. He testified that he is fimuliarwtth the student because the studeitf was in q)edalcducat]^ 
Gibbs and that Mr. Terry said that he was in contact with the student 2 to 3 times a week duriqg the 
school year. Mr. Terry said that he participated in approximately 3 to 4 meetings during this school year 
concerning this student. 

7. AnIEP was developed fijrthe student on May 6, 2005. Mr- Teny was at the meeting. He 
testified that the meeting was arranged because the student's lEP was about to expire and the school had 
an obligation to review tte student's lEP cm an annual basis. The parent was invited to the meeting^ and 
acknowledged receipt of a notice of the meeting, but <Sd not appear. Mr. Teny said that the parent did 
not respond to the invitation fi>ra meeting, Mr. Terry said that he was not aware that the parent had an 
advocate until the May 6^ 2005 meeting was over. He testified that he tried to hold an MDT meeting 3 
or 4 times. 

S. Mr. Teny said that the ^udent has made progress and an indication of this was that the 
student had read books U> him. Mr. Terry testified that the studezrt^s special education teacher had 
infi>rmed him that the student was making progress. 

9- Under the May 6, 2005 lEP^ the student was to receive 26.5 hours of special education 
and 1 hour of psychological services. Mr. Teny testified that the student got the services specified on 
the lEP. The student^s special education teacher was Mr Wesimiller and Ms. Vanessa Contee provided 
him with the counseling. 

10. Mr. Teny testified that he had tried to arrange fi>r an MDT meeting and had sent out 
letters of invitation for a meeting to be held on June 13, 2005; however, that meeting could not go 
fi>Twanl because he had to participate in mandatory DCPS training. 

n. Mr. Teny said that the mother had not come to him with questions ^>out homework and 
that the parent did not express any concern about grades and that no one requested that a Vineland be 
performed Mr. Terry said that he did not believe there wasaneed fora Vhidand and that there was no 



^ DCPS^l 

^ rr-02 
' DCPs-02 



e7/26/26feseiA;9e-cv^g^7^b^HK Document 1 -^r§DENTFji^^1 4/2006 Page 7 ^f^ 



Bs/ie 



psychologist recojiunendation for a Vineland. The May 6^ 2005 lEP was based on a psycho-cducattonaL, 
dated May 5^ 2004^ because it was still valid; a year old at the time of the May 6, 2003 meeting. 

12. Mr. Teny said that no one said to him that the student was not getting the appropriate 
services and no discusnon that placemem was not appropriate, Mr. Teny said that the IE? was 
developed on May 6, 2005 without the parent being present, she had been invited to the meeting and 
confiimed that they bad leceived the letter of invitation. Even so, the parent did not respond to the letter. 
Mr. Terry testified that he telephoned the parent to come to the meeting, but ^ did not appear.* The 
Hearing Officer finds Mr, Terry's testimony consistent with the record and credible. 

13. The parent testified that she had not met with anyone at Gibbs this school year about the 
student's lEP. She acknowledged on tbeceoocd that she did not attend the May 6^ 2005 IE? meeting. 
She testified that she feh that the student was not learning because she asked Um if he fi^h that he was 
learning and he responded to her saying that he felt that be was not She also testified that the student 
was on afirst grade level academically. The parent did not specify how ^ came to this conclusion. 

14. The parent also expressed on the record her concerns with homework because the student 
did not bring homework home. She testified that she communicated this to the student^s teacher who 
leqxmdcd by statipg that it was done in school. Mr. Weismiller also told ber that the student was doing 
fine in schooL She also testified that sheq>oke to Mr. Teny who responded by stating that he would 
communicate with Mr. Weismiller about her concerns. The record in this case is silent as to what, if 
anything, the parent did about this response. The parent testified that the student started bringing home 
homework beginning in March 2005. 

15. The parent also testified that she expressed her concerns about the student's progress to 
the principal and to Mr. Terry. She was not aware if the student had received counseling. 

16. The parent testified that she had requested that the student be tested about his learning 
ability, but she did not request that 1X3% perform a Vii>eiand because <xne had been conducted at J.O. 
Wilson and mental retardation had been nded out She was not aware of the proposed placement offered 
by DCPS, but that she was trying to find ahemati ve placements. 

1 7. Ms. Michelle Moody testified at the Hearing on behalf of the parent. Ms. Moody serves 
as the education advocate. Ms. Moody has a Master's Degree in Special Editfiation and has taught 
speciai education in school systems. 

18. Ms. Moody testified that she met the parent on May 18^ 2005 and the student with the 
student on May 20, 2005 when she also observed the student in school. Ms. Moody also testified that 
die spoke with the student's special education teacher and Mr. Teny. Ms. Moody testified that a 
meetii^ had been arranged at Gibbs for June 13, 2005; howev^, Mr. Ter^ couki not attend; 
consequently, the meeting had to be rescheduled. 

1 9. Ms. Moody testified that she reviewed the student's cumulative file, inchidtng the lEP 
that was devek>ped on May 6, 2005. She testified that it is defective largely due to the absence of 
PLOP; making it impossible to develop appropriate goals and objectives for the student She further 

• DCPS-03 



07/26/ 



^e^e^?:(?fe-cv-8^??P-^ftK Document 1 -SRyDENiFH^a^Ofi^ fl?f?006 Page 8 (BM^ 07/10 



testified that tbe student was not makmg progress based on the psycho-educational evaluation of May 5, 
2004.' Ms. Moody testified that the student is on a first grade level in reading^ math spelling and that he 
was about 5 years behind grade level. 

20. Ms. Moody also testified that based on her review ofthe student IQ scores, that a 
Vineland should be conducted because the student*$ IQ scores as indicated in the psycbo-educational 
evaluatioa show that his cognitive aUJities were declining; however, this could be due to his ADHD, but 
a Vineland would rule this out 

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION: 

1. Gibhsarraived for an lEP meeting for the studem for May 6, 2005 since the prior B^ 
developed in May 7, 2004 was about to Gqme. Based on the record here, Gibbs appropriately notified 
theparefliof the meetiqg; yct^ tiie parent did not attend the meeting; however^ she signed a receipt 
indicatiDg that she had received the I^er of invitation to attend the lEP meetiiig. There is no ^idence 
that the parent conununicated to Gibbs that she would not attend tbe lEP meetii^. As a result of the 
parent not bidicating whether she was going to attend the meeting, Mr. Terry testified that he called the 
parent, but got no response. 

2. Even though tbe parent did not appear at the meetings Gibbs decided to proceed with the 
meeting, notwithstanding that the parent was absent to develop a current lEP. Subsequent to the 
meeting, Mr. Terry found out that tte parent had m advocate who wanted to have tbe lEP meetii^ at a 
later date. Mr. Tcfzy dealt with the student's advocate in an attempt to set up a meeting for a different 
date. As ofthe date ofthe Hearing a meeting had not been confirmed. 

3. One ofthe purposes of he IDEA is to have parents and school systems cooperate m 
developing an appropriate 1EP for the student. Here, there is an lEP without the necessary Present 
Levels of PcffermaiKe developed at a meetirig in which the parent was invited to attend, but failed to do 
so. Therc is no disputetfaot the parent received tte invitation to attend the meeting and no dispute on the 
Tcc(^ that the parent did not respond to the letter of invitation or phone calls by Mr. Teny to attend the 
meeting. It was ofdy after the meeting had occurred that Mr. Teny teamed of an advocate and the need 
to set up aiKrtbermeetirig. 

4. Gibbs decided to proceed with the lEP meeting for May 6, 200S» cvai thou^ the parent 
was not present, mice the student's IE? developed on May 7. 2004 was about to expire. It can be 
argued that a better q>proach would have been to set a date to reconvene the nicetin^ 

proceed and ikvelop an lEP without the parenL However^ also must be pointed outthatthe parent had 
an obligation at kast to communicate widi Gibbs that tbe date ofthe meeting was inconvenient or that 
she preferred to attend the meeting with her advocate. 

5. TbeIEPthatwasdevelop6donMay6, 2005 was an annual lEP meeting because tbe 
Student's lEP devdoped in May 2004 would expire. The May 6, 2005 lEP oflTe^ the same amount of 
special education services that the student ivas to have received in school year 2004-^2005 and was 
developed to address the student^s special education needs for the 2005-2006 school year that will begin 
in September 2005. 

^ JT-21 
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6. In view of the record, T find that the lEP developed on May 6^ 2005 to be inappropriate 
primarily because H does not addfe$$ the PLOP. However, this may have been avoided ifH^c parent and 
her advocate had participated iio the n^eetin^. Tn any events the lEP must be revised to address the ladk of 
PLOP. With regard Id the appropfiateness of a Vinelanc^ 

recommended. Furthermore, the^e was no evidence presented on the record sufficient to show that the 
student had been denied services warrantirig compensatory education services. 

7. In view of the iact that the parent failed to notify Gtbbs that she was not going to attemi 
the meeting and since a currem lEP will cover services to be inq>lcmented primarUy at the beginning of 
the 2005-2006 school year^ the faihire to include the PLOP in the May 6, 200S JJSP is a technical 
violation of the IDEA, but does not rise to the level of a denial of FAPE at this date. The Hearing 
Officer does not consider the Mqr 6y 2005 JEP as beirig complete an^ 

begirming of the 2005-2006 schodl year to sgipfopriately adcbess this student's itKfividual JKeds and 
goals and objjectives. 

ORDER; 

Prior to August 22, 2005, DCPS shall convene an MDT/IEP meetitig to review the student^s 
evahiations, deiermit>c if additional evaluations are warranted and review and revise the student's DSP 
developed on May 6, 2005 to include approp ri ate Present Levels of Performance. 

APPEAL PROCESS: 

Thb is the final admuaistrativc dedsioai fai (his matter. Appeab on legal graands may be 
made to a comt of competmt jarisdictiod within 30 days of the renderlBg of (his dcdsioii. 



<^/CL^ 



^ i V^(f^ David R. Smith, Esq. 

Date: / '~^ Impartial Hearing Officer 

Issued: l-:XS-t>S 
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MATTER OF JERRY THOMAS V. DCPS 
RECORD OF PROCEEDING 



DATE 


DESCRIPTION 


6-4-05 


Request for Due Process 




Notice of Fre-Heariog Conference (as applicable) 


6-13-05 


Moticb (tf Due Process Hearing 


7-g-05 


DCPS Di$c]oBiire Ejdubhs: IX7S-0I liinnigb IX7S-04 


7-15-05 


AihBo tecofdinss ofhearings 


7-8-05 


Pamtt Disdosure Bdnbits: JT-01 througji JT-ZJ 
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INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT (IDEA) 20 USC § 1400 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
IMPARTIAL DUE PROCESS HEARING 



In the Matter of 

Jeny Thoflui5, ) 

Petitioner, 

District of Cohimbia Public Schoob 
825 Ninth Capitol Stmt, NW 
Waslungton, DC 20002 

ClXTS"or*TOstricO 
Respondent 



CERTinC ATION OF RECORD 



I, David R. Smith, Impartial Due Process Hearing Officer in this matter, DO 
HEREBY CERTIFY that the attached Rec^ird of Proceeding Itemizes the r^^ 
the above-entfticd matter as of this date; consisting of the items admitted into evidence, 
incluffing disclosure exhibits and the audio tape recording of the Due Process Hearing. 



EXECUTED this 



.^rt?' 



day 



DUE PROCESS HEARING OFFICER 



of plJl^^ . 



2005. 
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District of Columbia Public Schools 
Ojfice of Compliance 

STUDENT HEARING OFFICE 

82S North QmiixA Street. N.E. 

8™F?oor 

Washington, D.C. 20002 

FAX: (202)442-5556 




FACSIMILE SHEET 

FROM: STUDENT HEARING OFFICE 

RE: liOO-- Jjtrrxjj '1k*^A<»-S 

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING COVER: /d 

COMMENTS: 



CONFfDENTtALtTr NTOICE: Tht mfonmiion Kcomputyiitf Ihb TaetinUe it mtendt^-mly for Ox au of ihr 
individual or entitjr mined ibove. ir you kc im the iMended rcctpicfil, you ire hcraby noiiflcd ihit uiy disctosmc 
copyi"!. dinri^tttion or e«e taking of my laton tit reliMicc on the conrcM of ihic lelccopicd inromuiion ti strictly 
prohibtud. 
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ATTORNEYS 



LEGEND 



JEB 


James E. Brown, Esq. 


OH 


OomientoHtir.Esq. 


cw 


Christopher West, Esq- 


BM 


Brenda McAIJisler, Esq. 


RG 


Rol>erta Gambate, Esq- 


MH 


Miguel HuQ. Esq. 


RR 


RacheJ Rubenslein, Esq. 


JF 


Juan Fernandez, Esq. 


CB 


Christina Busso, Esq. 


JS 


John Straus, Esq. 


RN 


Roxanne Nefoms, Esq. 


TG 


Titman GeraJd, Esq. 


DSM 


Delores Scott McKnight, Esq. 


ML 


MarshaH Lammefs, Esq. 




PARALEGALS and LAW CI FRKS 


AAG 


AracelJy A. Gonzalez 


DP 


David Proctor 


BDL 


Blanca De La Sancha 


SB 


Sara Benkharafa 


WB 


WiJriams Bautista 


YA 


YamUeth Amaya 


CMM 


Claudia M. Martinez 


HR 


Heidi Romero 


KD 


KeUyDau 


Ml 


Michete Tony. BA, L. Cert. 


TB 


Tamifca Beasfey 




ADVOCATES 


MM 


Michetle Moody, MA 


CS 


Chefon Sutton-Brock, MA 


KC 


Kevin Carter, MA 


SM 


Sharon MJ«is, M. Ed. 


CM 


Carolyn Montord. MA 


GMH 


Garfield Made Holman. MA 


RB 


C. Robin Boucher, Ph.D. 


TS 


Tamteka A. Skinner, MA 


CP 


Carrie Pecover, MA 


CG 


Comesha Griflin, MS 


WO 


WiHiam Daywaft. M. Ed. 


DD 


Donte Davis 


CF 


Carios Fernandez, MA,JD 




OUT OF POCKET COSTS 


FAX 


Facsimile© $1.00 per page 


GOP 


Reproduction @ $0.25 per page 


TRN 


Transportation @ actual taxi cost 


TEL 


Long Otstance Telephone @ actual cost 


PAR 


Parking @ actual cost 


MES 


Messengef/E?^ess Mail @ actual cost 


POS 


Postage @ actual cost 
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James E. Brown & Associates, PLLC 

A Professional Limited Liability 

Company 

1220 L Street, NW Suite 700 

Washington, DC 20005 



Invoice submitted to: 
Jerry Thomas 
Jasmine Thomas 
1709Bennrng Rd, NE 
Apt#E23 
Washington DC 20002 



August 04, 2005 

In Reference To: Jerry Thomas 
DOB: 3/7/93 
School: GIbbs ES 

Invoice #10878 

Professional Services 



5/20/2005 MM School visit; classroom observation 



MM File review and developed monthly case status report developed 
hearing request for attorney 

5/23/2005 AAG Drafted letter to parent 



5/25/2005 BDL Drafted letter requesting records from Home School. 



5/26/2005 BDL Requested re-evaluations from Gibbs ES. 



BDL Drafted letter to parent with copy of records request. 



DSM Reviewed and signed intake documents. 



6/4/2005 DSM Prepared and file due process hearing request to DCPS 



6/6/2005 DSM Reviewed records received 



6/8/2005 DSM Filed due process hearing request 



Hrs/Rate 


Amount 


2.00 
175.00/hr 


350.00 


1.50 
150.00/hr 


225.00 


0.69 
105.00/hr 


72.45 


0.50 
105.00/hr 


52-50 


0.75 
105.00/hr 


78.75 


0.50 
105.00/hr 


52.50 


0.25 
350.00/hr 


87.50 


2.00 
350-00/hr 


700.00 


0.42 
350.00/hr 


147.00 


0.08 
350.00/hr 


28.00 
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Jerry Thomas 



6/15/2005 WB Drafted letter to parent w/ HDN enclosed for hearing on 7/1 5/05 @ 1 :00 
pm 

JEB Examined and certified hearing request filed by attorney 

6/24/2005 MM File review and developed monthly case status report and record 
information regarding communication with parents and school, 

7/1/2005 KD email from Gibbs ES to Moody and Paralegal Amaya (LOI for MDT 
Mtng) 

7/5/2005 MM called mom 



7/6/2005 MM Drafted tetter to private school 



7/7/2005 MM Drafted letter to private school 



MM Drafted letter to private school 



MM Conference with parent 



7/8/2005 DSM Prepare disclosure to DCPS 



MM Drafted letter to private school 



WB Assisted attorney to prepare disclosure to DCPS 



WB Conference with parent re: case status and upcoming hearing on 
7/15/05 @ 1:00 pm 

7/1 1/2005 WB Received DCPS 5-day disclosures, copied and disseminated them 



MM Conference with parent re; hearing and school communication 



7/13/2005 DSM Discussion with educational advocate. M. Moody, in preparation for 
hearingon July 15. 

MM Discussion with educational attorney McKnight, in preparation for 
hearingon July 15. 



1 


Page 2 


Hrs/Rate 


Amount 


0.42 
105.00/hr 


44.10 


0.58 
350.00/hr 


203.00 


0.58 
175.00/hr 


101.50 


0.17 
105.00/hr 


17.85 


0.33 
175.00/hr 


57.75 


0.50 
175.00/hr 


87.50 


0.50 
175.00/hr 


87.50 


0.50 
175.00/hr 


87.50 


0.33 
175.00/hr 


57.75 


2.00 
350.00/hr 


700.00 


0.50 
175.00/hr 


87.50 


1.50 
105.00/hr 


157.50 


0.17 
105.00/hr 


17.85 


0.25 
105.00/hr 


26.25 


0.33 
175.00/hr 


57.75 


0.25 
350.00/hr 


87.50 


0.25 
150.00/hr 


37.50 
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7/14/2005 DSM Prepared for Due Process Hearing 



DSM Phone call to mother to prepare for tomorrow's hearing. 



MM Prepared for Due Process Hearing 



7/15/2005 MM prehearing conference withatty 



MM Appearance to 825 North Capital for due process hearing 



DSM Conference with parent in preparation for her testimony at toda/s 
hearing. 

DSM Appearance to 825 North Capital for due process hearing 



DSM Pre-hearing conference with advocate in preparation for toda/s hearing. 

7/26/2005 WB Drafted letter to parent w/ HOD issued on 7/25/05 enclosed 

DSM Reviewed HOD, which found denial of FAPE. 

7/29/2005 MM Drafted letter to private school 

7/31/2005 MM Reviewed hod dated 7/25/05 

For professional services rendered 

Additional Charges : 
5/23/2005 Postage; letter to parent 

Copied documents 
5/26/2005 Postage; letter to parent. 

Copied: letter re; evaluation and records for parent. 

Facsimile- re-evals and records 



1 


Page 3 


Hrs/Rate 


Amount 


1.50 
350.00/hr 


525.00 


0.17 
350.00/hr 


59.50 


1.50 
175.00/hr 


262.50 


0.50 
175.00/hr 


87.50 


2.00 
175.00/hr 


350.00 


0.17 
350.00/hr 


59.50 


2.00 
350.00/hr 


700.00 


0.50 
350.00/hr 


175.00 


0.50 
105.00/hr 


52.50 


0.25 
350.00/hr 


87.50 


0.50 
150.00/hr 


75.00 


0.33 
150.00/hr 


49.50 



27.77 $6,193.50 

0.37 
0.50 
0.60 
0.25 
21.00 
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Amount 

6/8/2005 Facsimile HR to SHO 5.00 

Copied documents; HR 2.50 

6/15/2005 Postage; HDN letter to parent. 0.37 

Copied documents; letter to parent 0.50 

7/8/2005 Messenger Service to and from DCPS (5-day Disclosures) 20.00 

Copied: Disclosure for DCPS, 92.00 

7/15/2005 Sedan taxi service from DCPS for hearing 7.00 

7/26/2005 Copied documents; letter to parent 0.50 

Postage; letter to parent 0.37 

Copied documents; HOD 10.00 

Facsimile Received from DCPS; HOD 10,00 

8/4/2005 File review preparation of bill and invoice audit 96.88 



Total costs $267.84 



Total amount of this bill $6,461 .34 



